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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-11 and 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Wallach et al. (U.S. Patent 6,292,905). 

Claim 1: FIG. 5A illustrates a computing environment having a plurality of servers (54, 
56); a file system adapted to store software and data (RAID 80), which are accessible by the file 
servers (54, 56); a workstation (66) coupled to the file servers and additionally coupled to a 
chent (68). 

FIG. 5C illustrates a scenario where the server (56) fails. Col. 13, lines 51-55 indicate 
that any user using one of the terminals can initiate the recovery process. Accordingly, a user at 
the client computer (68) can make the request for the recovery process to be initiated, which 
causes the data or programs at file system (80) to be transferred to server (54) (col. 7, lines 55- 
60). Once the data and programs are directed to server (54), both the client computer (68) and 
workstation (66) become adapted to access/receive/utilize the data firom this server (54), because 
both are on a LAN link to that fimctioning server. 

Claim 2: The RAID system (80) is a centralized collection of data and software which 
constitutes a database. 

Claim 3: The file server (56) is a database server and includes a database (col. 4, lines 25- 

30). 
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Claim 4: FIGS. 5A and 5C illustrate a plurality of servers (54, 56) which implement load 
balancing (FIG. 5C) when one of the servers fail. 

Claim 5: Col. 13, lines 36-38 describe the process where a server implements a heartbeat 
to determine whether other servers have resumed normal operation. 

Claim 6: Col. 4, lines 28-30 describe a protocol referred to as ^'Netware Directory 
Services" which constitutes a network file system (NFS) protocol. The AFS system, and 
combination AFS and NFS system are optionally recited, and thus carry no patentable weight. 

Claim 7: See remarks for claim 1 

Claim 8: As seen in FIG. 5C, when a failure occurs on the server (56), data transfers 
from (80) to the server (54) where it can then be accessed by both the workstation (66) and client 
(68). Data and programs permanently stored on the file (80) are not stored on either the 
workstation (66) or client (68) until such data or programs are transmitted to them through the 
server (54). 

Claim 9: As stated with respect to claim 7, the workstation (54) will inherently include 
some control files to control its operation. Since the workstation (54) is a server, those control 
files would necessarily be controlling a server, and thus would constitute server settings. 

Claim 10: In FIG. 5A, the interface between the file server (56) and the workstation (54) 
is the LAN (local area network). 

Claim 11: The file system is a RAID (80). The recitation of a SCSI drive is optionally 
recited and therefore carries no patentable weight. 

Claim 15: FIG. 5A illustrates a file server (56) and means for storing client applications 
and data (RAID 80~a disk system fimctionally capable of storing data or applications). The 
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means for retrieving the client applications is the chent (68) which is functionally capable of 
requesting and retrieving data and/or applications and executing applications. 

Claim 16: The client computer (68) is functionally capable of retrieving applications at 
any time so requested by a user and executing applications at any time so requested by a user. 

Claim 17: FIG. 5A illustrates a computer (68) which includes a CPU. The computer (68) 
inherently includes volatile memory, such as RAM or cache memory which communicates with 
the CPU. The CPU (68) is in communication with an extemal file system (80) and can retrieve 
information from extemal file system (80) and execute applications. The CPU can execute client 
applications by reason that it is located on a client computer. 

Claim 18: See remarks for claim 16. 

Remarks 

Claim 1: Applicant argues that Wallach does not disclose the workstation coupled to the 
client computer. This argument is not correct. In view of the amendment, examiner now 
interprets the workstation as computer (66) and client computer as (68). The two computers are 
connected together via the LAN connection, as seen in FIG. 5 A. 

AppHcant" argues that Wallach lacks the claimed cUent computer. However, Wallach 
clearly illustrates a client computer (68). 

Applicant argues that Wallach lacks software or data transferred to the from the file 
system via a server, as requested by the client. This assertion is not correct. Without repeating 
the discussion associated with claim 1, applicant is directed to the discussion provided at the 
second paragraph of claim 1 located at the beginning of the office action, which addresses this 
point. 
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Applicant further argues that Wallach does not disclose a client adapted to utilize 
software or data transferred to the workstation. This argument is not correct. IN FIG. 5C, once 
the server (54) is mapped to receive data and software after a failure, it will receive such data and 
software fi-om the RAID (80). Once it receives this software or data, both the client computer 
(68) and workstation (66) can access or receive or use this data since they now have a direct 
LAN connection to the mapped server (54). Additionally, in such a network architecture, both 
the client and workstation can receive the same information, thus meeting the requirement for 
client being adapted to receive the same software or data that is sent to the workstation. 

Claim 7: Applicant's arguments primarily repeat those arguments set forth for claim 1. 
Applicant additionally argues that the workstation stores control files permanently, but not client 
applications. However, the workstation has been identified as computer (66). This computer 
inherently stores control files, as does any operational computer. It does not previously store any 
information that otherwise has to be retrieved fi-om the RAID (80). 

Claim 15: Applicant argues that Wallach lacks any means to execute client appHcations. 
This argument is not correct. Wallach illustrates a client computer (68) which can execute client 
applications. There is no factual or logical basis for assuming that a client computer can never 
execute client applications. 

Claim 17: Applicant argues that the CPU of Wallach cannot request a client application 
on behalf of client and execute a client application on behalf of a chent. These assertions are not 
correct. The CPU in question is the CPU located within a client computer. A CPU within a client 
necessarily processes any requests sent out to external computers and necessarily processes any 
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returned information. Both actions are performed on behalf of the client computer in which the 
CPU is contained. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry conceming this communication should be directed to Sam Rimell at 
telephone number (571) 272-4084. . 
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Primary Examiner 
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